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The Zoning Commission concurs with the recommendation of the
Office of Planning, and concludes that there ~_s insufficient
rter~_t to warrant a public hearing on the application .

The Zaning Commission believes that the appliaatian is not
in the best interest of the District of Columbia, is
inconsistent with the intent and purpose of the Zoning leap
and Zoning Act, and is inconsistent with the Comprehensive
Plan for the National Capital .

Upon consideration of the reasons set forth herein, the
Zoning Commission DET~lES Case Na . 87-21, wa_thout a public
hearing .

The applicant, by 1~etter dated December 1, 1987, requested
the Zaning Commission to amend its September 21, 1987 denial
without a public_ hearing to a °'denial without a public
hearing without prejuc~.ice", pursuant to 11 DCMR 2029 .2 .

On December 14, 1987, at. its regular monthly meeting and
subsequent to the Zoning Commission's consideration of the
applicant's letter, the Chairman denied the request .

Vote of the Zoning Commission taken a.t its regular public
meeting on September 21, 19870 5®0 (Patricia N . Mathews,
John G . Parsons, George M . White, Lindsley Williams and
Maybelle T . Lennett, to deny without hea.rinq) .
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